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This study project wes done to accomplish the following:
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During World War i, over 112,000 Pacific Coast Japanese were
evacuated from their wWest Coast homes and were relocated inland.
Approximately two-thirds of the evacuees were American citizens of
Japanese ancestry. Under normal circumstances these citizens would have
enjoyed the same constitutional guarantees as any American-born or
naturalized citizen of the United States. In the aftermath of Pearl Harbor,
the constitutional rights of these Americans were suspended because as a
racial group they were perceived to be a threat to the security of the
United States.

This study project was done to accomplish the following:
e To describe the anti-Japanese environment before wWw 1.

® To describe the social and political forces that created and
amplified the perception that the Japanese were a security threat.

e To describe the evacuation of the Japanese from the west Coast
and their relocation inland.

e To describe the judicial review and the consiitutional chailenge of
the evacuation order.

e To anaiyze why the evacuation happened.
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

History is our best teacher. |t provides an opportunity to revisit
past events to learn from them. Where actions were questionable or
mistakes were made, we try to understand where failure occurred so the
same mistake will not be made again.

One mistake was the signing of Executive Order 9066 by President
Roosevelt on February 19, 1942. This document relinquished
unprecedented Presidential authority to the military that paved the way
for the mass evacuation of over 112,000 persons of Japanese ancestry
from the West Coast during Wwii.

This event, unknown to the majority of the U.S. population and
misunderstood by many others, is well-remembered by the Japanese
evacuees who were forced to leave their homes and to dispose of their
possessions which had been accumulated over a generation’'s time. For the
Japanese evacuees, two-thirds who were American citizens, the question
1 why? How could this happen in a country which based its vaiues on fair
play and justice?

[t could be argued that the abridgement of constitutional rights is
necessary and justified in times of crisis. That when the survival of the
Nation is at stake, citizen's rights should be suspended if based on
military necessity. This rationale was used during WW I to justify the
mass evacuation and relocation of a particular class of people who were
considered, en masse rather than individualiy, a threat to the security of

the United States.




The purpose of this study is to look at that historical event and to
accomplish the following: (8) To review the West Coast, anti-Japanese
atmosphere before ww |1; (b) to discuss the perceived threat that led to
the evacuation decision of the Japanese; (c) to discuss the evacuation of
the Japanese by the Army; (d) to discuss the relocation of the Japanese by
the Wartime Relocation Authority (WRA); and {d) to discuss why the event
happened.




CHAPTER il
ANTI-JAPANESE ENVIRONMENT BEFORE Ww |1

The forced evacuation of the Pacific Coast Japanese during World
war || would be understandable if the Nation's survival were at stake.
That would be the only justification for moving an entire ethnic class,
including American citizens, from a war zone. But the decision for the
forced exodus of the Japanese from their homes in 1942 was not related to
var alone and it is questionable whether such drastic action was
necessary.

The military decision for evacuation was influenced by conditions
which existed many years before the first bombs fell on Pearl Harbor. Like
any new immigrant population, the Japanese were not accepted within the
mainstream of American life but were tolerated so long as their numbers
remained small and they posed no threat to the majority. The Japanese
immigrant, the Issei, were unlike the European immigrents wh_o were able
to sucessfully assimilate into the white culture, sociollq,:{nd%iﬁ?ticollg.
The Issei became easy targets for racial bias, much like the Chinese who
preceeded them. The Jopanese immigrant was welcome for filling the
labor void left by the Chinese but was viewed as a competitive threat on
the agriculture scene. It was for this reason that the Jepanese immigrant
could toil the soil but would never be allowed to own it.

As Japanese population increased, so did anti-Japanese sentiment
and legisiation in Celifornia where almost all of the Japanese immigrants
eventually settled. Anti-oriental forces which had been successful in
excluding the Chinese were now focusing their same effort against the

new “yellow peril.”




One of the more prominent anti-Japanese organizations, founded in
1905 was the Japanese and Korean Exclusion League. The League
membership inciuded the most influential social and political people in
Califorma  Members included: Hiram w. Johnson, California governor
(1911-1915) and U.S. Senator (1917-1945); ¥ S. McClatchy, editor and
publisher of the McClatchy Bee papers of Sacramento, Fresno, and Modesto;
JM. inman, California senator and one-time president of the California
Oriental Exclusion League; Eugene E. Schmitz, mayor of San Francisco,
Aaron Altman, President of the San Francisco School Board in 1906; and
Anthony Caminetti, state senator and U.S.Commissioner-General of

Immigrotion.'

These influential individuals would set the anti-Japanese
climate that would aid in the evacuation of the West Coast Japanese
during Ww 1.

By 1908, the League’s influence and membership had spread over
most of the Western States. California alone boasted a membership of
some 110,000. In the intervening years leading up to WW il, the League
wouid be active in spreading anti-Japanese influence and promoting
legislative action favoring Japanese exclusion.

The League was responsibie for the California legislature
considering a 1909 land biil to preclude 1and purchase by Japanese aliens.
President Taft, concerned about relations with Japan, interceded and the
bill was dropped. The League was more successful in getting California to
pass the Alien Land Law of 1913 This law preciuded aliens ineligible for
citizenship from owning land in California or to lease land for a period
exceeding three years. The Law was directed at the Japanese Issei who
was precluded by existing law from becoming a naturalized citizen of the

United States. A 1920 amendment of the Alien Land Law added further

4




restrictions against the Japanese. These restrictions: (1) forbade leasing
of land altogether; {2) precuded the right to purchase stock in any
organization owning or leasing agricultural land (the 1913 law had
authorized stock purchase if under 49 percent); and {(3) prohibited aliens
from being appointed guardians of minor children whose estate consisted
of real property - this because some Japanese aliens were purchasing land
in the name of their citizen children?

By 1920 anti-Japanese organizations on the West Coast were
cooperating to achieve a common objective - the total exclusion of all
Japanese from the United States. One of the more prominent organizations
was the Japanese Exclusion League of California, formed at Native Sons
Hall in San Francisco in September 1920. Member organizations included
the Native Sons of the Golden West; the American Legion; the California
State Federation of Labor; the California Federation of Women’'s Clubs; the
California State Grange; and the Loyal Order of the Moose.

Though & cooperative organization, the leadership and power behind
the League was V. S. McClatchy, an individual who dedicated his career to
ridding California of the Japanese. McClatchy would aiso be infiuential in
his positions as the Director of the Associated Press, editor/owner of the
Sacramento Bee, and as the Executive Secretary of the California Joint
Immigration Committee (JIC), the most influential, anti-Japanese
organization in California.

The JIC membership, like other anti-Japanese organizations included
California’s political and sacial elite. Prominent individuals included:
the Deputy Adjutant of the American Legion; the Secretary-Treasurer of
the State Federation of Labor; the Master of the State Grange; the Grand

President of the Native Sons of the Golden West; and California’s top legal
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official, the State Attorney General, Eari warren. The JIC campaigned ot
the state and national levels to influence legisiation to exciude the
Japenese from the United States.

tn July 1921 McClatchy filed a brief with the U.S. Senate stating the
case for an exciusion act. The brief was presented to the Senate by
California senator Hiram W. Johnson, an anti-Japanese supporter and a
former California governor. To solidify West Coast political support
Johnson organized an Executive Committee of Western States composed of
one congressman from each of the eleven western states. These political
officials collaborated with the California delegation to seek an exclusion
act.

Two years later, In 1923, Congressman Albert Johnson of washington
state introduced an immigration bill within Congress. The bill prohibited
the admission of aliens to the US. who were ineligible for citizenship.
This provision was specifically targeting the Japanese since
naturalization was restricted to only “free white persons"3 Testifying in
support of Congressman Johnson's bill were V.S. McClatchy; James D.
Phelan, a former Californie senator; and Ulysses S. webb, California state

attorney general. McClatchy testified before the senate committee:

“0f oll the races ineligible to citizenship, the Japanese are the least
sssimilable and the most dangerous to this country . . . With grest pride of
race, they have no ides of sssimilsting in the sense of amelgametion. They
do not coms to this country with any desire or intent to 1ose their identity.
They come here specifically and professedly for the purpose of colonizing
and establishing here permanently the proud Yemeto race. ihey never
cease to be Japanese . . _ [n pursuit of their intent to colonize this country
with that race they seek to secure land and to found 1arge families . ..
They heve gieater enerqy, greater determinetion, and greeter ambition
than the other yellow and brown races ineligible to citizenship, and with
the same low standards of living, hours of labor, use of women and child
lsbor, ths) neturally meske more dengerous competitors in sn economic
wvay .. .~
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webb remarked that, "It is not that we regard the Japanese as an
inferior race or an inferior people. We are not concerned with that
question. It is, however, becsuse long experience and close touch with
existing conditions have shown as that it is 8 question of race
desirobilitg.‘s Phelan was even more pointed in his remarks by sayi.ig:
“The people of California object to the Japanese - ond | say it involves the
whole question - because of racial and economic reasons. . .

Despite these comments, the senate committe was not convinced. As
a gesture of friendship to Japan, the Committee considered a token quota
of 146 Japanese immigrants per year. Secretary of State Charles Evans
Hughes favored a quota and an extension of the 1907 Gentieman's
Agreement between the United States and Japan.” When some Congressmen
charged that the Gentlemen's Agreement was a secret arrangement, Hughes
asked the Japanese Ambassador, Mr. Misanao Hanihara, to summarize
Japan's position on the Agreement and the immigration issue that the
Committee was considering. Hanihara detailed the Agreement and in

response to the Congressional efforts for exclusion said the following:

" ... It is indeed difficult to believe thet it can be the intention of the
people of your grest country, who always stand for principles of justice
and fair play in the intercourse of nations, to resort - in order to secure
the annual exclusion of 146 Japanese - to a measure which would not only
seriously offend the pride of a friendly nation, that has always been
earnest and diligent in its efforts to preserve the friendship of your
people, but would also seem to involve the question of good feith and
therefore the honor of their government, or at lesst of its executive
branch.

Relying on the confidence you heve been good enough to show me at all
times, { have stated or rather repeated all this to you candidiy and in &
most friendly spirit, for | reslize, as | believe you do, the grave
consequences which the enactment of the messure retaining thet principle
provision would inevitably bring upon the otherwise happy and mutuelly
advantagious relations between our two countries. 8

Hanihars was indicating that the exclusion propossi of the
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immigretion measure was not in the best interests of either country.
Henry Cabot Lodge, the Massachusetts senator, became enraged at the term
“grave consequences” and charged that “The United States cannot legislate
by the exercise by any other country of veiled threats.” Hanihara
responded o Secretary Hughes that "I am unable to understend how these
two words read in their context could be construed as meaning anything
like & threat. in using these words, | had no thought of being in any way
disagreeable or discourteous and still 1ess of conveying a ‘veiled threat =

Lodge’'s interpretation prevailed. The exclusion measure was
unanimously passed and the Gentleman's Agreement with Japan was
terminated. President Coolidge signed the immigration measure on May
26, 1924 and regretfully stated that “"the impossibility of severing from it
the exclusion provision which in the light of existing law affects
especially the Japanese . . . If the exclusion provision stood alone, | would
disopprove it without hesitation ... *'°

The immigration law went into effect March 1, 1925. Americen
Ambassador to Japan, C.E. Woods, resigned in protest and said of the new
law: “Japen does not want to force emigrants upon the United States if we
do not wish to receive them.” Ambassador Woods further protested thet
the "Japanese government, | believe, would be willing to agree to aimost
any form of restrictive treaty, but the exclusion provision of the
immigration bill has struck a biow to their national pride ... "'

The Exclusion Act of 1924 signaled the end to any meaningful
relations thet might have been enjoyed between the United States and
Japen. Hosokawa states that “Historians have observed that the Exclusion
Act sounded the death knell for the liberal pro-Western civilian political

leadership that wes struggling ageinst militarism for control of Japan.
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They see this as the turning point on a natural course that led Japan
inevitably to military aggression in Asia, and ultimately to war against
the United States.”'2

For the anti-Japanese forces in California, the Exclusion Act
accomplished their long-standing crusade to stem the “yellow perii™ from
arriving on the wWest Coast of the United States. While the Law prevented
any additional Japanese immigrants from coming to the United States it
did not affect those aiready present. The anti-Japanese forces on the
west Coast applauded the exclusion of the Japanese from the United States
but their ultimate aim of ridding all Japanese from the Pacific Coast
states was not yet achieved.

For the “Issei”, the Japanese immigrant in the United States, the
future was dim. They could not own or lease land; they were prevented
from becoming citizens; and now, like the Chinese, their countrymen were
no longer welcome to the United States. Their only hope would be their
American-born children, the second generation “Nisei”, who would enjoy
the rights gueranteed by the Constitution as Americen citizens - rights
that, they themselves, could not enjoy. Pearl Harbor, however, would still

make this dream impossible.




CHAPTER {11
THE JAPANESE AS A MILITARY THREAT

The individual directly responsible for the west Coast evacuation of
the Japanese was the commander of the Western Defense Command (wDC).
Lieutenant General John L. DeWitt. As the theater commander, the man on
the ground, De¥itt was charged with the security of the wWestern United
States. DeWitt's immediate wartime concerns were: (a) Naval attack on
shipping in coastal waters; (b) Naval attack on coastal cities and
vital installations; (c) Air raids on vital installations, particularly within
two hundred miles of the coast; and (d) Sebotage of vital installations
throughout the Western Defense Command.'*

Actual Japanese naval activity off the West Coast during the early
months of the war, though limited, contributed to the public's fears and
reinforced the view that the Japenese threat was reai.

The Japanese Sixth Fleet had nine submarines operating off the West
Coast by December 17, 1941. Four submerines were successful in
destroying two tankers and damaging one freighter. By February 1942,
only two submarines, the |-8 and I-17, were operating off the Pacific
Coast. The I-8 patrollied off the West Coast from San Francisco to
washington but was unsuccessful and returned to Japan. The i-17 surfaced
near Golets, California on Februery 25, 1942 and fired 13 rounds into an
oil complex. No hits were scored and the i-17 returned to Japan.

The next night, February 26, 1942 anti-aircraft guns at Los Angeles
fired some 1400 three-inch shells into the night. Nothing was shot down.
The Army maintained that it was an air raid but the Navy opinion was that

the "Bettle of Los Angeles™ was due to wartime jitters. while actuel
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wartime damage caused by the Japanese navy was minimal its contribution
to wartime hysteria was significant. It only added to the rising crys for
the evecueation of all Japanese from the Pacific Coast. By February 1942,
there were few who were ageinst evacuation and even fewer who would
publicly voice any opposition.

The external threat only reinforced DeWitt's perception of the
internal threat, in the form of sabotage and fifth-column activity, by
subversive elements on the west Coast. At the outbreak of the War, the
total number of Japenese residing in the United States was 126,947;
merely one-tenth of one percent of the U.S. population. Almost all the
Japanese, 117,364, resided in the eight Western states of the wWestern
Defense Command (WDC) theater of operations. The Pacific Coast states
of California, washington, Oregon, and Arizona had 112,985 Japanese, or
89% of the total Japanese populetion. Celifornia head the largest number of
Japanese residents with 93,717 Of the 112,985 Japanese residing on the
west Coast, 71,896, or 63.68 were US. citizens, the native-born Nisei.
The remaining 41,089 were the Japanese aliens, the issei immigrant '4

DeWitt was determined not to be caught unawares as had his
counterpert, General Walker C. Short, the commander on Hawaii. Amid
reports of sabotage by the Hawaiian Japanese, later proved to be false,
Dewitt wanted to take immediate action against subversive elements in
his theater of operations. The large number of aliens of all nationalities,
not just the Japanese was a major concern. While there were more italian
sliens or German aliens than Japanese, DeWitt argued that the Japanese
situtation was more complicated. The Japanese, as a race, were not
assimiliable with US. ideals. Loyalty to the United Stetes could not be

determined on an individua) basis as in the case of the I1talians or Germans.
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All Japanese, including Americen citizens of Japanese ancestry, were
therefore considered by DeWitt to be disloyal. DeWwitt's recommendetion
to the war Department for the evacuation of the Japanese showed his
affinity towerds the Japanese race. In his February 14, 1942

memorandum DeWitt wrote of the threat within his theater:

“In the war in which we are now engeged racisl affinities are not severed
by migration. The Japanese race is an enemy race and while many second
and third generstion Japsnese born on United States soil, possessed of
United Ststes citizenship, heve become ‘Americanized’, the racisl strains
sre undiluted. To conclude otherwise is to expect that children born of
white perents on Japenese 30il sever all raciel affinity and become loyel
Japanese subjects, ready to fight and, if necessary, to die for Jspsn in a
war agsinst the nation of their parents. That Japan is allied with
Germeny and italy in this strugale is no ground for sssuming thet sny
Japanese, barred from sssimilation by convention as he is, though born
and raised in the United States, will not turn against this netion when the
final test of loysity comes. It, therefore, follows thet slong the vital
Pacific Coast over 112,000 potential enemies, of Japanese extraction are
ot large todag."s

The 112,000 “potential enemies” included the 71, 985 Japanese
Americans. Less than two months previous to Dewitt's recommendations
only enemy aliens were considered as threats to the Nation. In that short
period public and politicel opinion would force action to include the
American citizen of Japanese ancestry as a part of that threeat.

On the day Peari Harbor was bombed, President Roosevelt issued

Prociamation No. 2525. This Proclamation identified enemy aliens as:

“sll natives, citizens, denizens, or subjects of the Empire of Japan being
of the age of fourtesn ysers and upwards who shell be within the United
States or within any territories in any way subject to the jurisdiction of
the United states and not actually neturalized and under such section of the
United States Code sre termed slien enemies . . . *16
The Proclamation assigned overall authority and responsibility for
enemy alien control within the Continental United Stetes, Puerto Rico, The

Virgin Islands, and Alaska to the Attorney General, Francis Biddle. The
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Secretary of Wer, Henry Stimson, was responsible for alien control within
the Canal Zone, the Hawaiian Islands, and the Philippine isloands. The
assignment of enemy alien control to the Justice Department would
become a contentious issue with the war Department on the handling of
the west Coast Japanese. Proclamation No. 2525 also placed restrictions
on alien movement, prohibited possession of contraband items and
provided for other restrictions against Japanese sliens.

while Proclamation No. 2525 affected only Japanese nationals, the
President issued on December 8, 1941 Proclamations No. 2526 and 2527.
These proclamations affected German and Italian aliens on the same basis
as the Japanese. Of the five million aliens in the United States, the three
Proclamations converted 900,000 into enemy aliens. Within DeWitt's
western Defense Command (WDC) there were 113,847 Italian and 97,080
German aliens as contrasted to the 47,305 Japanese aliens, almost all of
which were on the West Coast.!?

Under o bianket Presidential warrant, the FBI immediatedly
apprehended Jepanese aliens considered to be “dangerous to the public
peace and safety of the United States.” Hosokawa relates that the quick
FBI action was prompted by three major concerns. The first was the
concern for national safety, amid rumors from Hawaii of widespread
sabotage. A second concern was for the safety of the resident Japenese at
the hands of hysterical citizens or ill-trained local law-enforcement
officials. The last concern was to assure the public that while the
military was cought unawares at Pear] Harbor the FBI had the home front
secure against sabotage and espionage.

The Department of Justice and the FBI, unlike the Army, hed been

prepared for the outbreak of war. Hosokawa writes that Jim Marshall, a
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Pacific Coast citizen and highly knovledgable reporter, wrote in {a///ers
magazine in October 1941 that the Japanese community had been under
close scrutiny “for five years or more™ and "the concensus among
intelligence people is that an overwhelming majority is loyal."'®

A Special Defense Unit of the Department of Justice had been
established shortly after Germany invaded Polend in 1939 to monitor the
activities of the Japanese community. Even before Pearl Harbor, three
categories of threat - A, B, and C - had already been established by the FBI.
By December 8,1941, 733 “Category A" Japanese nationals had been seized
by the FBI on the mainland and Hawaii. Within four days the number of
detainees rose to 1,370. Before the progream was completed, 2,192
Japanese aliens yere apprehended.!®

The detainees included community leaders, buddhist priests, Japanese
language teachers, members and officials of suspected pro-Japanese
orgenizations, and others who were considered security threats to the
United States. Inreflecting on the apprehensions, Edward J. Ennis, the

Director of the Justice Department's Alien Enemy Control Unit, seid:

"Persons of Japanese ancestry were interned, several thoussnd men were
interned, solely because we thought thet, ss a safety messure, the men who
had been leaders in their communities, such as Japsnese persons, should
be put aside while we were fighting the war. We picked up on December 7,
1941, in this ares o couple of thousand Japanese aliens. It took us several
months - and in many csses ysars - to process those cases. Some of them
were relessed outright; some of them were paroled."20

The FBI had prepared the local enforcement authorities on the
handling of enemy aliens through classes and lectures. The Bureau's
approach was to not use physical force on Japanese suspects but that
mental domination was the objective. Apprehension and questioning would

be on an individual basis and no mass raids were to occur. This methodical
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approach would later be criticized as being too “liberal” in the handling of
the Japanese.

Attorney General Frances Biddle guarded against the mass
apprehension of aliens. In his memoirs, he related that “he was
determined to avoid mass internment, and the persecution of aliens that
had characterized the First World War."2!

in the months folloving Pear] Harbor, Biddle was the only voice of
reason and restraint in assuring the public that the FBI had the enemy
alien situation under control. As early as December 8, 1941 he pleaded
against witch-hunting and on December 10, 1941 stated publicly that The
great majority of our alien population will continue to be loyal to our
government principies if we, the citizens of the United States, permit
them to be."% Biddle, in radio and press announcements, was initially
successful in reducing hysteria that was developing ageinst the West
Coast Japanese. The governors of the western states were affirming
their confidence in the FBI to control subversive activity and this helped
in calming the public’'s fears.

This confidence would soon wane because of increased feors of o
growing security threat and the perceived ineffectiveness of the FBl and
the Justice Department to control this threat. Inaccurate and
irresponsible statements concerning sabotage and fifth-column activities
by the Japanese on Hawaii would generate public pressure on the Justice
Department to teke more action against the West Coast Japanese.
irresponsible statements from the Presient’'s own cabinet, reflecting more
sensationalism then accuracy, would initiate the cry for more drastic

action against the Pacific Coast Japanese.
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On December 15, 1941 Secretoery of the Navy, Frank Knox contributed
to the public’s fears by relating his views on the damage done to Pearl
Hartor. Upon his return from Pear] Harbor Knox said of the attack thet
"the most effective fifth-column work of the entire war was done in
Hawaii, with the possible exception of Norway.” Knox's reference to “fifth
column work™, though inaccurate, was carried nationwide as UP. and AP
releases?® Curtis B. Munson, State Department Special Representative,
reported on December 20, 1941 thet the term “fifth column™ used by Knox
was inaccurate. Four yeers later in hearings before the Joint Committee
on the investigation of Pearl Harbor, Munscn’s report would verify that
Knox did not mean deliberate and planned sabotage by the resident
Howaiian Japanese. Knox had meant espionage activities by Japanese
consular agents.

As the women and children refugees and the wounded arrived from
Oahu, unverified reports of sabotage by the Hawaiian Japanese were
circulated among the public. These reports added to the wartime hysteris
and the public’s mounting concern of possible West Coast sabotage by the
resident Japanese. The concern was more acute in California since the
Pearl Harbor refugees were processed through San Francisco.

The release of the Roberts Report on January 25, 1942 also added to
the hysteria of the Pacific Coast population. The report concluded,
falsely, that the operations of “Japsnese spies and saboteurs™ and some
whom had "no open relations with the Japanese foreign service" had
greatly increased the effectiveness of the attack on Pearl Herbor 24
Roberts was also critical of the prewar counterespionage effort in Hawaii
ond implied that the FBI was ineffective by being held too closely to the

Constitution. A major conclusion of the Roberts Report was that sterner
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measures in Hawaii could have lessened or prevented the disaster and that
something should be done to prevent 8 similar occurrence on the west
Coast.

The purported sabotage by the Hawaiian Japanese was known to be
false and was denied by federal and public officials. The most
authoritative denial of sabotage was made by Samuel W. King, Hawaii's
delegate to Congress. King's comments were printed in the San Ffroncisca
Chronic/e on Jenuary 26, 1942, Other denials were issued by Henry L.
Stimson, Secretary of war; James Rowe, Jr., Assistant to the Attorney
General; W.A. Gabrielson, Honolulu Chief of Police; and J. Edgar Hoover,
Director of the FBI. 2 These testimonials failed to caim the public’'s
concerns and the cry for the mass evecuation of all Japanese, not just
aliens, from the West Coast became more vocal.

The increase in the public’'s hysteria of the Japanese threet was in
large measure due to the irresponsible and inaccurete reporting by the
news media. Their opinions and editorials contributed to the belief thet
the government was insensitive to the security concerns of the West Coast
public and of the Japanese threat that resided there.

Damon Runyan, a widely read Hearst newpaper columnist, wrote on

Januery 4, 1942 in The Brighter Side column:

“It would be extremely foolish o doubt the continued existence of enemy
agents among the large alien Japanese population. Only recently city

hesith inspectors looking over & Jepanese rooming house came upon 8
powerful transmitter, and it is ressonsble to assume thet menace of 8
similar cherecter must be constantly querded ageinst throughout the

war.
Runyon was incorrect in that no radio transmitter was found.
Unsubstantiated and inaccurate reports, like these of Runyon, were
common and only added to the public’s fesrs rather than calm them.
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Henry McLemore, writing in the Lan Francisca Exsminer, ancther

Hearst newspaper, said of the Japanese:

°} am for the immediate removal of every Japsnese on the West Cosst in a
point deep in the interior. Herd ‘em up, pack ‘em off, and give ‘em the
inside room of the badlands. Let ‘em be pinched, hurt, hungry, and desd
up oqaizr?t it.. .. Personelly, | hate the Japanese. And thet goes for all of
them -

McLemore was critical of the perceived insensitivity of the federal
government regarding West Coast security. He was even more critical of
Attorney General Biddle. In 8 personal attack on February S, 1942,

McLemore wrote in the San Francisca Examiner

"Mr. Biddle is the Attorney General - 't he could run for office in
California and not even win the post of third sssistant dog catcher in
charge of liver spotted siredsles. Thet's the wey they feel sbout Mr.
‘Blueblood’ Biddle out here. Maybe the feeling is all wrong. Maybe they
have the man pegged incorrectly. | wouldn't know about thet. All | know
is thet Californians have the feeling that he is the one in cherge of the
Japanese menace, and that he is handling it with 8l) the severity of Lord
Fauntieroy playing squat tag with his meiden sunt. |'ve been here a week
now, and have traveled a8 few hundred miles up and down the coast, and
have yet to meet & men, women, or child who doesn't think thet Mr.
Biddle's handling of the bow-1egged sons and deughters of the Rising Sun is
mighty ridiculous~28

Perhaps the most damning statement came from Walter Lippman, one
of the most influential columnist in the nation. Lippman had come to
California to assess the Japanese situation. in his article, The Fifth

Column On the West Coast, Lippmen wrote:

“the Pacific Cosst is in imminent danger of a combined attack within and
from without. . . . It is [trus]...thet since the outbresak of the Jepanese wear
there has been no important sabotage on the Pacific Cosst. From whet we
know about the fifth column in Europe, this is not, 83 some heve liked to
think, a sign that there is nothing to be feared. It is a sign thet the blow is
well orgenized, and thet it is held back until it csn be struck with
maximum effect. . . . | am sure | understand fully and appreciste
thoroughly the unwillingness of Washington to adopt a policy of mess
evacustion and internment of 8ll those who are technically enemy aliens.
But | submit thet Weshington is not defining the problem on the cosst
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correctly. . . . The Pacific Cosst is officially 8 combat zone: some part of it
may st any moment be a Dattlefield. Nobody's Constitutional rights
include the right to reside and do business on & bettlefield. And nobody
ought to be on a battiefield who has no good resson for being there.” 2°
Lippman’s rationale that no sabotage had yet occurred because it was
a well-coordinated effort would be parroted by both the California
Attorney General, Earl Warren, and by Lieutenant General Dewitt, the
western Defense Commander to justify the mass evacuation of all the
west Coast Japanese.
Commenting on Lippman's article, Westbrook Pegler, 8 Scripps-

Howard columnist, gave his own views:

“Do you get what he says? This is 8 high-grade fellow with a heavy sense
of responsibility. . . . The Japanese should be under armed guerd to the
last man and women right now - and to hell with habess corpus until the
danger isover. . .. If itisn't true, we can take it out on Lippman, but on
his reputation | will bet it is all true. ... We are so dumb and considerste
of the minute consititutionel rights and even of the political feelings and
influence of people whom we heve every reason to anticipate with
preventive action.”

Pegler's comments showed the irrationality that wartime hysteria
brought that would not otherwise occur in times of peace. The brushing
away of the constitutional rights of citizens, so easily, by an individual of
an industry that normally treasured constitutional protection would be
commonplace among the media.

By early January 1942 politicians were also being pressured by their
constituents for more stringent federal action against the Japanese
threat. California Repubiican, Leland Ford from Santa Monica wrote to
Secretary of war Stimson on January 16, 1942 of the many letters he
received from his constituents. These letters sought the mass evacuation
of the Japanese "to prevent any fifth column activity.” Leland offered his

own solution regarding the Japanese:
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“That sll Japanese, whether citizens or not, be placed in inland
concentration camps. As justification for this, | submit that if an
American born Japsnese who 1s 8 citizen, is reslly patriotic and wishes to
make his contribution to the safety and welfare of this country, right here
13 his opportunity to do so, nemely, that by permitting himself to be
placed in a concentration camp, he would be making his sacrifice, and he
should be willing to do it if he is patriotic and working for us. As against
his sacrifice, millions of other native born citizens are willing to lay
down their lives, which is s far greater sacrifice, of course, than being
placed in & concentration camp. Therefore any loysl Japanese should not
hesitate to do that which is absolutely the best for the country, and to
operate in such 8 manner that his particular activity would be for the
greater benefit."31

The effect that public opinion had on political officials in deciding
the fate of the Japanese was compelling. Ford, as early as December 15,
1942 was defending citizens of Japsnese ancestry instead of calling for
their confinement. In response to Mississippi Democrat John Rankin's call
for “deporting every Jap who claims, or has claimed, Japanese citizenship,
or sympathizes with Japan in this war,” Ford had replied with: These
people are American born. They cannot be deported . . . whether we like it
or whether we do not. This is their country. . . "32

Secretary Stimson's reply to Ford on January 16, 1942 clarified the
position of the war Department on the Japanese threat and sugggested that
Ford direct his efforts to the Justice Department. Stimson's aim was to
exert pressure on Attorney Gener al Biddle who had been resisting the war
Departments’s thrust for total Japanese evacuaion. Secretary Stimson .

replied to Ford:

Dear Mr. Ford:

This will ecknowledge recesipt of your letter of Jenuery 16, 1942,
propasing the evacuation of all Japanese from the Pacific Cosst and their
internment inland in order to prevent fifth-column activity. . . .

Responsibility and suthority for the deternvinetion of the necessity for
internment in continentsl United States has been delegated by the
President to the Attorney General by proclametions deted December 7,
1941. Those ordered interned by the Department of Justice are turned
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